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At  a  meeting  of  the  Convention  of  the  Protestant  Episcopal 
Church,  in  the  Diocese  of  Pennsylvania,  held  on  Wednesday, 

May  20th,  1874,  on  motion  of  the  Rev.  Charles  D.  Cooper' 
it  was 


Resolved,  That  the  thanks  of  the  Convention  be  tendered  to  the  Right  Rev¬ 
erend  the  Bishop  of  the  Diocese,  for  his  timely  warning  concerning  the  danger¬ 
ous  errors  of  Ritualistic  teaching  and  practice. 

Resolved,  That  one  thousand  copies  of  so  much  of  the  Episcopal  Address  as 
refers  to  Ritual  and  Secret  Confraternities,  be  ordered  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
members  of  the  Convention. 


Extract  from  the  Minutes. 


JNO.  A.  CHILDS, 

Secretary. 


RITUALISM 


AND 

SECRET  CHURCH  SOCIETIES. 


After  giving  the  record  of  his  official  proceedings  during 
the  Conventional  year,  and  referring  to  various  matters  of 
Diocesan  interest,  the  Bishop  spoke  concerning  the  course 
pursued  by  Bishop  Cummins  and  his  party,  and  then  pro¬ 
ceeded  as  follows  : 

I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  any  just  occasion  for  leaving 
our  Church.  I  believe  that  all  the  alleged  causes,  when  hon¬ 
estly  examined,  are  without  solid  reason ;  that  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  in  our  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  which,  on  the  sound  laws 
of  interpretation,  cannot  be  proved  to  be  in  harmony  with  God’s 
Word ;  and  that  if  the  argument  is  sound,  that  there  are  Ro¬ 
manizing  germs  in  the  Prayer  Book,  because  some  few  of  its 
expressions  and  terms  have  occasioned  perversions  to  Rome, 
then  is  the  argument  also  sound,  that  there  are  Romanizing 
germs  in  the  Bible,  because  out  of  its  holy  though  perverted 
words  have  been  constructed  the  whole  fabric  of  that  corrupt 
Church. 

Nay  more,  if  the  existence,  in  our  formularies  of  worship,  of 
passages  which  are  susceptible  of  perversion,  is  a  just  ground 
for  condemning  that  Prayer  Book  as  Romanistic  in  its  teach¬ 
ings  and  tendency;  then  the  existence  in  the  Bible  of  passages 
which  herisiarchs  of  all  ages  have  perverted  as  the  basis  of  their 
several  systems  of  error,  is  a  just  ground  for  condemning  the 
Bible  as  the  most  fruitful  source  of  all  the  heresies  of  the 
world  ;  for  they  all  spring  from  a  perverted  Bible,  and  all  bol¬ 
ster  themselves  up  with  misquoted  texts.  Truth,  in  this  world 
of  sin,  will  ever  be  subjected  to  the  distortions  and  perversions 
of  error.  It  cannot  be  avoided.  For  God’s  Word  even  is  thus 
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perverted  to  evil,  so  as  to  make  it  a  supporting  pillar  of  Ro¬ 
manism  and  Arianism  and  Pelagianisrn  and  every  noxious 
heresy.  But  when  all  this  is  granted,  what  then  ?  Does  it 
prove  that  this  system  of  error  so  extensively  prevails,  as  to  be 
beyond  the  corrective  power  of  the  Church,  as  has  been  boldly 
asserted  ?  Not  at  all  ! 

As  a  Church,  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  of  these 
United  States  has  never,  by  rubric  or  Canon  or  resolution, 
adopted  a  single  one  of  these  Romish  errors.  As  a  Church, 
th  ere  is  no  ecclesiastical  organization  which,  in  its  formularies 
of  faith,  in  its  liturgical  services,  in  its  whole  constitution  and 
offices,  more  clearly  and  fully  reflects  the  truth  of  God,  the 
worship  of  holiness  and  the  institutions  of  Christ  and  His 
Apostles.  For,  bear  in  mind,  that  the  Church  is  not  a  few  of 
its  members,  but  the  whole  body  of  the  faithful  in  their  organic 
unity,  and  its  doctrines  are  to  be  known  and  judged  of,  not  by 
what  a  few  men  may  teach  and  do,  but  by  its  authorized  stand¬ 
ards  of  faith  and  discipline  and  worship ;  yet  because  one  or 
two  Churches  in  a  Diocese  may  indulge  in  this  unauthorized 
and  offensive  ritualism,  the  unthinking  multitude  denounces 
the  whole  body  of  the  Church  in  error,  forgetting  that  they 
are  the  errors  of  a  few  individuals  and  not  the  authoritative 
teaching  of  the  Church. 

But  it  may  be  said,  if  the  Church  tolerates  these  men  and 
their  doings,  she  is  responsible  for  all  the  resulting  evils.  Tol¬ 
eration  of  error  is  not  tantamount  to  an  approval  of  error; 
else  must  we  say  that  the  Great  Head  of  the  Church  approves 
of,  or  is  responsible  for,  the  gross  errors  and  perverted  life  of 
the  Church  of  Rome,  which  He  has  patiently  borne  with  and 
tolerated  for  a  thousand  years.  Toleration  is  the  patient  bear¬ 
ing  for  a  season,  of  an  evil,  waiting  for  the  expedient  time  in 
which  to  cast  it  off,  but  not  doing  hastily  and  imperfectly  that 
which  requires  patience  and  holy  wisdom.  The  distinct  teach¬ 
ing  of  our  Lord  in  the  parables  of  the  tares  and  wheat,  and  of 
the  net  full  of  fishes,  good  and  bad,  plainly  declares  that,  until 
the  harvest  at  the  end  of  the  world,  the  tares  will  not  only 
spring  up  with  the  wheat,  but  cannot  be  plucked  up  without 
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uprooting  the  wheat  also  ;  and  that  until  the  Gospel  net  is 
“drawn  to  land,”  the  bad  fishes  will  occupy  the  same  enclo¬ 
sure  as  the  good.  “It  must  needs  be  that  offences  come,'’ 
were  the  words  of  Jesus,  words  prophetic  and  monitory,  not 
for  His  age  alone,  but  for  all  time. 

The  history  of  the  troubles  in  the  Churches  of  Corinth,  of 
Galatia,  of  Colosse  and  in  each  of  the  seven  Churches  of  Pro 
Consular  Asia,  are  full  of  instruction  as  to  the  activity  of  evil 
in  the  very  fold  of  the  Church,  and  of  the  impossibility  of  its 
even  beings  eradicated  by  Apostolic  care  and  toil. 

The  voice  of  Church  History  cries  to  us  age  after  age,  that 
all  along  the  centuries,  and  all  through  the  manifold  develop¬ 
ments  of  the  Christian  polity,  and  among  all  classes  of  religion¬ 
ists,  there  has  ever  been  sin  and  error;  and  no  such  thing  has 
been  seen  on  earth  as  a  perfectly  pure  and  holy  Church. 

If  our  Church  had  done  nothing  to  check  this  incoming 
evil,  or  to  express  its  own  contrary  views,  then  there  might 
be  some  show  of  justice  in  saying  that  she  was  responsible  for 
the  results  alluded  to.  But,  again  and  again,  have  those  in 
authority  spoken  loud  and  clear  in  reference  to  these  very 
points.  The  declaration  of  the  Twenty-eight  Bishops,  in  1867, 
the  unanimous  report  brought  into  the  House  of  Bishops  by 
the  Committee  on  Ritual  Uniformity  in  1871,  bearing  the  sig¬ 
natures  of  Bishops  Lee  of  Delaware,  Williams  of  Connecticut, 
Odenheimer  of  New  Jersey,  Clark  of  Rhode  Island,  and  Ker- 
foot  of  Pittsburgh ;  the  vigorous  Pastoral  Letters  of  the  last  two 
General  Conventions,  which  are  the  embodied  opinion  of  the 
Bench  of  Bishops,  uttered  in  the  hearing  of  the  whole  Conven¬ 
tion,  and  ordered  to  be  read  in  all  our  Churches — all  these  and 
other  corroborative  facts  show,  that  the  Church  was  not  silently 
and  passively  indifferent,  but  only  wisely  waiting  the  proper 
time  to  take  such  action  as  the  exigencies  of  the  case  shall 
require. 

In  this  connection  permit  me  to  ask  your  attention  for  a 
few  moments  to  the  course  taken  by  the  last  General  Conven¬ 
tion  on  the  subject  of  those  ritualistic  usages  and  sacramental 
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On  the  twentieth  day  of  the  session  of  the  Convention  of 
1871  then  sitting  in  Baltimore,  after  free,  full  and  able  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  whole  subject,  the  following  resolution,  offered  by 
the  Rev.  T.  B.  Lyman,  D.D.,  then  a  deputy  from  California,  now 
the  Assistant  Bishop  of  North  Carolina,  was  adopted,  to  wit: 
“  Resolved,  the  House  of  Bishops  concurring,  that  this  Con¬ 
vention  hereby  expresses  its  decided  condemnation  of  all  cere¬ 
monies,  observances  and  practices,  which  are  fitted  to  express 
a  doctrine  foreign  to  that  set  forth  in  the  authorized  standards 
of  this  Church.”  When  this  resolution  was  sent  to  the  House 
of  Bishops,  it  was,  on  the  motion  of  the  present  Bishop  of 
Indiana,  concurred  in. 

If  you  note  the  language  of  this  resolution,  you  will  mark 
how  strong  are  its  terms.  It  speaks  of  “a  doctrine  (i.  e.  teach¬ 
ing)  foreign  to  that  set  forth  in  the  authorized  standards  of 
th  is  Church  observe,  not  the  Church,  but  this  Church,  this 
Protestant  Episcopal  Church  in  the  United  States.  Thus 
recognizing  the  fact,  that  it  has  its  own  standards,  that  by  these 
standards,  and  not  by  any  others,  is  the  doctrine  here  spoken  of, 
and  the  ceremonies,  observances  and  practices  alluded  to,  to  be 
measured  and  judged. 

This  resolution  does  not  remand  us  to  Anglican  Standards, 
or  Mediaeval  standards,  or  to  that  indefinable  Ethos  of  the 
Church,  that  subtle  ecclesiastical  higher  law,  to  which  the 
advanced  school  so  often  appeal;  but  plainly,  solely  to  the 
“  Authorized  Standards  of  this  Church.” 

And  what  are  the  “  Authorized  Standards  of  this  Church  ?” 
The  Bible,  The  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  The  Articles,  The 
Homilies.  It  is  by  these  that  the  Church’s  teachings  and 
practices  are  to  be  tested  and  established.  Whatever  is  not  in 
accordance  with  these,  is  stamped  by  the  Church  as  “  strange 
and  erroneous,”  and  has  received  by  this  resolution  its  “  de¬ 
cided  condemnation.”  That  the  ceremonies,  observances  and 
practices  of  the  so-called  Catholic  or  advanced  school,  do  ex¬ 
press  a  doctrine,  concerning  the  Priesthood,  the  Sacraments, 
Fasting,  Communion,  Confession  and  Absolution,  Prayers  for 
the  Dead,  Invocation  of  Saints,  The  Virgin  Mary,  and  many 
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other  points  foreign  to  that  set  forth  in  the  authorized  stand¬ 
ards  of  this  Church,  is  evident  to  all  candid  persons  who  have 
seen  their  services,  heard  their  preaching,  and  read  their 
manuals  and  books  of  devotion.  These,  therefore,  were  “  con¬ 
demned  ”  by  this  resolution,  which  was  adopted  by  both 
Houses  of  the  Convention. 

But,  it  may  be  replied,  the  Convention  refused  to  pass  a 
Canon  on  Ritual,  which  did  pass  the  House  of  Bishops^ 
and  was  sent  down  to  the  House  of  Clerical  and  Lay  Depu¬ 
ties  for  concurrence.  This  is  true — but  only  part  of  the  truth, 
and  just  that  part  of  the  truth,  which  is  calculated  to  mislead 
the  public  into  false  conclusions. 

The  Joint  Committee  on  Ritual  reported  a  Canon  on  Ritual 
Uniformity,  which,  though  lost  for  lack  of  the  concurrence  of 
the  two  Orders,  yet  exhibited  this  remarkable  fact,  that  of  the 
196  votes  cast  on  that  occasion  in  the  Lower  House,  130  were 
Clerical  votes  and  66  Lay  votes.  Of  the  130  Clerical  votes,  78 
were  cast  in  favor  of  the  Canon  and  52  against  it.  Of  the  66 
Lay  votes,  39  were  cast  for  it  and  27  against  it.  Yet,  because 
the  two  Orders,  (representing  the  Diocese)  failed  to  concur  in 
several  of  them,  the  vote  was  declared  lost,  though  the  joint 
vote  for  the  Canon  in  the  Lower  House  was  1 1 7  in  favor  and 
79  against,  showing  that  numerically  there  was  a  decided  ma¬ 
jority  in  favor  of  a  restrictive  and  directive  Canon  on  this  sub¬ 
ject. 

This  Canon  failing  for  lack  of  concurrent  vote,  according  to 
a  Constitutional  provision,  another,  proposed  originally  by  the 
Bishop  of  Florida,  and  adopted  by  the  House  of  Bishops, 
was  sent  down  to  the  Lower  House,  on  a  vote  taken  by  Dio¬ 
ceses  and  by  Orders,  and  failed  of  being  adopted  by  the  lack 
of  the  votes  of  three  Dioceses. 

If,  however,  we  analyze  the  vote,  we  find  that  of  the  120 
clergy  who  voted,  66  or  a  majority  of  six  voted  in  favor  of  the 
Canon,  and  that  of  the  68  laity  who  voted  on  the  question, 
39  were  in  favor  of  the  Canon.  While,  if  we  aggregate  the 
votes  in  the  House  of  Bishops  and  the  House  of  Clerical  and 
Lay  Deputies,  we  find  that  127  votes  were  given  for  the  adop- 
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tion  of  the  Canon,  to  98  votes  against  it.  So  that  while  the 
numerical  majority  of  the  Convention  were  largely  in  favor  of 
legislation  restrictive  and  directive,  yet  in  consequence  of  the 
peculiar  provisions  of  our  Constitution,  by  which,  on  the  call 
of  any  one  Diocese,  each  Order  in  each  Diocese  is  entitled  to 
only  one  vote,  and  the  majority  of  suffrages  by  Dioceses  in 
each  Order,  determines  the  question  ;  it  was  lost.  Thus  the 
four  votes  of  the  Clergy  of  any  Diocese,  were  counterbalanced 
and  had  no  more  effect  than  the  one  vote  of  a  single  Clergyman 
who,  being  the  sole  representative  present,  gave  the  vote 
for  his  Order  and  his  Diocese. 

Thus  the  voice  of  a  great  Diocese  like  Pennsylvania  was 
neutralized  by  the  voice  of  the  smallest  Diocese  in  the  United 
States.  While,  then,  in  accordance  with  what  I  deem  an 
unwise  provision  of  the  Constitution,  the  General  Convention 
of  1871  failed  to  give  canonical  force  to  any  action  touching 
ritual,  yet  the  great  majority  of  the  suffrages,  and  the  greater 
weight  of  opinions,  were  outspoken  and  in  favor  of  decisive 
legislation. 

But  this  is  not  all.  The  shape  in  which  the  action  of  the 
House  was  asked,  was  such  as  to  deter  many  who  really  de¬ 
sired  repressive  and  redressive  action  from  voting  for  that  par¬ 
ticular  form  of  action  ;  and  hence  six  Dioceses  voted  against 
the  adoption  of  this  Canon,  which  had  voted  to  adopt  the  Canon 
on  Ritual  Uniformity,  sent  down  to  the  Lower  House  in 
message  50  of  the  House  of  Bishops  :  thus  showing  that  no 
less  than  23  Dioceses,  did,  at  different  times,  by  their  suf¬ 
frages  as  Dioceses,  vote  for  some  action  in  the  premises. 

The  Church  did  then  pass  its  judgment  on  this  system  of 
error  and  condemned  it;  not  in  the  form  of  a  Canon  to  have 
the  binding  force  of  law,  but  in  the  shape  of  a  resolution  ex¬ 
pressive  of  the  deliberate  judgment  of  both  Houses.  The 
reason  why  it  was  not  enacted  as  a  Canon,  instead  of  being 
adopted  as  a  resolution,  was,  that  pendent  to  that  resolution 
was  another,  which  was  also  adopted  by  both  Houses,  viz., 
that  “in  the  judgment  of  this  House;  the  paternal  counsel 
and  advice  of  the  Right  Rev.  Fathers  and  Bishops  of  the 
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Church  is  deemed  sufficient  at  this  time  to  secure  the  suppres¬ 
sion  of  all  that  is  irregular  and  unseemly,  and  to  promote  uni¬ 
formity  in  conducting  the  public  worship  of  the  Church  and 
in  the  administration  of  the  Holy  Sacraments.”  This  is  the 
reason  why  such  a  moderate  course  was  pursued,  the  patience 
and  leniency  of  the  Church  in  dealing  with  controversies  was 
thus  manifested,  while  at  the  same  time  it  was  hoped,  that  the 
supporters  of  this  system  of  error  would  yield  to  the  “  paternal 
counsel  and  advice”  of  the  Bishops  in  their  decisions  upon  the 
usages  and  teachings  to  which  the  House  had  already  affixed 
its  “  decided  condemnation.” 

This  hope  indeed  has  proved  fallacious;  still  it  was  wise  to 
utter  the  hope,  because  in  uttering  it  in  the  form  the  Conven¬ 
tion  did,  it  virtually  recognized  the  binding  force  upon  the 
conscience  and  judgment  of  the  clergy  of  the  paternal  coun¬ 
sel  of  the  Bishop. 

That  these  resolutions  did  not  produce  the  desired  result 
arises  from  the  fact,  that  the  class  of  persons  upon  whom  they 
were  designed  to  bear,  notoriously  sets  at  naught  and  defies  all 
authority,  be  it  Episcopal,  Conventional  or  Judicial,  except  such 
as  suits  their  private  judgments,  and  sanctions  their  teachings 
and  ritual.  In  the  only  case  where  I  have  given  my  official  coun¬ 
sel  and  judgment  in  these  matters,  I  have  been  met  with  a  delib¬ 
erate  and  repeated  refusal  to  conform  to  my  request.  My 
“paternal  counsel  ”  has  been  disregarded,  and  my  Episcopal 
Authority  resented  as  an  interference,  and  set  at  naught.  I 
fully  believe  in  giving  to  our  Church  all  the  breadth  and  elas¬ 
ticity"  which  is  compatible  with  holding  to  the  living  Head, 
Jesus  Christ;  I  fully  admit  the  propriety,  and  even  duty,  of 
beautifying  the  sanctuary",  and  making  the  services  of  the 
Church  attractive,  provided  the  sensuous  does  not  get  the 
mastery  over  the  spiritual,  and  the  ornaments  of  devotion  do 
not  usurp  the  place  of  Christ,  and  thus  make  things  seen  and 
temporal,  crowd  out  the  things  unseen  and  eternal. 

If  these  rites  and  ceremonies  were  mere  matters  of  refined 
taste  and  harmless  sentiment,  they  might  be  safely  left  to 
themselves ;  but  alas !  they  are  part  of  a  deliberate  plan  to 


IO 


subvert  our  Protestant  faith  and  our  simple  worship.  Ritual¬ 
ists  themselves  say,  and  I  here  quote  their  own  words,  that 
“the  surest  way  to  teach  the  Catholic  faith  is  by  Catholic 
ritual,”  that  “Ritualism  is  the  fruit  of  dogma”  and  “the  object 
lesson  of  religion.”  They  acknowledge  that  these  rites  and 
ceremonies  are  worth  contending  for  only  on  account  of  their 
deep  significance,  and  that  they  are  not  to  be  regarded  as  sim¬ 
ple  adornments  and  adjuncts  of  worship,  but  as  a  most  impor¬ 
tant  means  of  teaching  doctrine,  especially,  as  it  is  said,  “to  the 
uneducated  and  the  poor.”  And  what  is  the  doctrine  which 
they  thus  wish  to  instill  from  the  chancel  and  from  the 
pulpit,  through  the  eye  and  through  the  ear  ?  It  is,  as  has 
been  well  said,  “the  exaltation  of  the  minister  of  Christ  as  one 
of  a  sacrificing  priesthood  ;  the  continuation  on  an  altar  of  the 
very  sacrifice  of  Christ  on  the  Cross,  in  contrast  with  the  one 
oblation  of  Himself  once  offered,  a  full,  perfect  and  sufficient 
sacrifice,  oblation  and  satisfaction  for  the  sins  of  the  whole 
world;  the  real  presence,  if  not  in  the  grossness  of  the  Ro¬ 
mish  sense,  in  a  sense  so  subtle  as  to  be  undistinguishable 
from  it,  in  any  intelligible  interpretation  ;  the  real,  objective 
presence  of  Christ,  really  and  truly,  but  spiritually  and  ineffa¬ 
bly,  under  the  outward  visible  part  or  sign  or  form  of  bread 
and  wine,  not  the  blessed  truth  of  our  liturgy  and  articles,  the 
real  presence  of  Christ  in  the  heart  of  the  faithful  communi¬ 
cant  in  the  whole  ordinance.” 

This,  in  brief,  is  the  doctrine  which  is  to  be  taught  as  “  an 
object  lesson  ”  by  the  Ritualistic  party  in  this  country  and  in 
England.  Admit  this  doctrine,  and  its  necessary  consequences 
are:  ist.  The  establishment  of  the  confessional  with  its 
polluting  influences  ;  2d.  The  enforcing  of  priestly  penance 
and  absolution,  thus  making  the  priest  the  dispenser  of  grace 
and  judgment ;  3d.  The  acceptance  of  the  sacerdotal  system 
of  the  Church  of  Rome,  which  finds  its  tap  root  in  this  doc¬ 
trine  ;  4th.  The  withdrawal  from  the  faithful  of  the  right  of 
private  judgment  in  spiritual  things,  especially  in  the  reading 
of  God’s  Word  ;  5th.  The  reception  of  the  doctrine  of  purga¬ 
tory,  and  with  it  the  whole  priestly  trade  in  indulgences, 


and  distinction  of  sins  into  venial  and  mortal ;  6th.  The  ac¬ 
cepting  of  the  dogma  of  the  invocation  of  saints,  with  its 
resulting  lying  miracles,  and  pilgrimages  to  mock  shrines:  and 
last,  though  not  least,  the  worshipping  of  the  Virgin  Mary, 
culminating  in  the  doctrine  of  the  immaculate  conception, 
and  in  which  “cultus”  Jesus,  the  alone  Redeemer,  the  only 
Saviour,  the  one  Mediator,  is  made  to  share  His  mediatorial 
throne  with  Mary  ;  and  Mariolatry  thus  takes  the  place  of  true 
worship  to  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ. 

These  are  the  logically  resulting  errors  which  insidiously 
lurk  in  the  rites  and  ceremonies  which  are  sought  to  be  foisted 
into  our  Protestant  Episcopal  Church. 

One  of  the  profoundest  statesmen  Europe  ever  produced, 
said,  a  few  weeks  ago,  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  of  Germany  : 
“  Revolution  consists  not  so  much  in  acts  of  violence,  which 
accompany  its  completion,  but  in  the  systematic  preparation 
of  revolution  in  the  minds  of  the  people.  The  man  who  says, 
I  hold  my  opinion  as  higher  than  the  decisions  of  law,  and  be¬ 
cause  in  my  opinion  this  or  that  law  is  unjust,  I  refuse  to  obey 
it,  and  have  a  perfect  right  to  do  this,  is  a  revolutionary  man.” 

This  is  true  in  Church  matters  as  well  as  in  State,  and  it  is 
against  this  systematic  preparation  of  the  mind  of  our  Church 
to  accept  these  dangerous  errors,  that  I  lift  up  my  warning 
voice  on  this  occasion. 

After  studying  the  books  published  by  the  recognized 
leaders  of  the  so-called  Catholic  or  Ritualistic  party, — after 
perusing  the  testimony  given  by  some  of  the  more  prominent 
men  of  this  party  before  the  Ritual  Commission  appointed  by 
the  Queen  of  England  in  1867,  which  was  presented  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament ;  after  reading  many  of  the  sermons, 
tracts  and  manuals,  which  these  clergymen  endorse  and  cir¬ 
culate;  and  after  witnessing  their  extravagant  and  unauthor¬ 
ized  ritual, — I  have  reached  the  deliberate  conclusion  that  this 
party  is  schismatical,  in  that  its  inevitable  tendency  is  to  rend 
asunder  the  Church  ;  2d,  that  it  is  thoroughly  disloyal  in  that 
it  sets  at  naught  the  Divinely  ordained  and  canonically  con¬ 
stituted  authorities  of  the  Church  ;  3d,  that  it  is  grossly  libel- 


ous  in  that  it  terms  the  Reformers  “  the  profane  and  immoral 
levelers  of  the  sixteenth  century,”  and  speaks  of  men  who 
were  burnt  at  the  stake  for  the  cause  of  the  Protestant  truth, 
as  “  cowardly  traitors,  like  Cranmer  ;  coarse,  illiterate,  perse¬ 
cuting  bullies,  like  Latimer  4th,  that  it  is  anti-Protestant  in 
that  it  speaks  of  the  Anglican  Reformation  as  a  “  hideous 
blunder;”  “a  limb  badly  set  that  must  be  broken  again  in 
order  to  be  righted  5th,  that  it  establishes  a  tyrannous  priest¬ 
craft ,  in  that  it  aims  to  introduce  auricular  confession,  private 
absolution,  fasting,  communion,  and  a  system  of  priestly 
penance  and  discipline ;  6th,  that  it  is  revolutionary ,  in  that,  if 
successful,  it  would  turn  our  Churches  into  mass  houses,  our 
Lord’s  tables  into  sacrificial  altars,  our  Presbyters  into  sacri¬ 
ficing  priests,  the  “  gifts  and  creatures  of  bread  and  wine  ” 
into  “  the  real  objective  presence  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ,”  our  reverent  participation  of  the  Lord’s  Supper  into 
Eucharistical  adoration,  our  simple  vestments  into  gaudy  and 
•  costly  sacrificial  robes,  our  solemn  Communion  office  into  a 
mongrel  service  made  up  of  unauthorized  uses  and  rituals ; 
and  thus  in  very  deed  revolutionize  our  formularies  of  faith 
and  worship. 

These,  with  other  tendencies  which  might  be  named,  are  suffi¬ 
cient  to  indicate  the  drift  and  bearing  of  this  whole  system. 
As  yet  these  opinions  and  practices  are  confined  to  a  few  per¬ 
sons,  but  these  few  are  aggressively  active  in  their  efforts  to  prose¬ 
lyte  the  unwary,  and  to  lead  captive  silly  women.  But  because 
this  class  is  small  now,  it  should  not  be  overlooked.  All  great 
heresies  and  all  great  changes  in  service  began  from  casually 
uttered  words  and  little  innovations.  These  departures  from 
truth  and  order,  at  first  sight,  are  too  often  unnoticed,  but  if 
unchecked,  the  divergence  soon  increases,  and  the  two  lines 
which  seemed  at  one  time  to  run  parallel,  soon  sweep  apart  by 
broad  curves  and  lead  at  last  in  opposite  directions.  At 
this  point  of  divergence  we  should  stop — survey  cautiously  the 
possibilities  of  the  future,  and  take  such  canonical  and  legisla¬ 
tive  action  as  shall  best  protect  from  error  and  division  the 
heritage  of  the  Lord. 


What  may  be  the  action  of  the  next  General  Convention,  no 
one  can  foretell. 

Momentous  issues  hang  upon  its  legislation;  one  thing,  in 
my  judgment,  is  demanded  by  all  the  developments  of  Ritual¬ 
ism  and  Radicalism  since  the  last  session,  and  that  is  a  clear 
outspeaking  on  the  subject  of  Ritualism,  touching  points  where 
it  is  sought  to  assimilate  us  to  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  such  a 
relaxation  of  rubrical  or  canonical  stringency,  as  will  give  freer 
play  and  elasticity  to  the  practical  working  of  our  Church, 
in  home  and  foreign  fields,  outside  the  limits  of  organized  con¬ 
gregations,  and  even  inside  those  congregations,  on  certain 
special  seasons  and  occasions.  It  is  then  a  grave  question 
which  the  next  General  Convention  has  to  settle  how  far  it  is 
ready  to  go,  not  in  general  revision  of  the  Prayer  Book,  but  in 
giving  such  wise  relief,  as  will  ease  the  minds  of  very  many 
godly,  able,  faithful  men,  as  to  misused  and  perverted  terms  and 
phrases  on  the  one  hand  ;  and  protect  the  Church  from  the  false 
teachings,  and  beguiling  ritual,  which  lead  away  un¬ 
stable  souls  into  soul-destroving  errors  on  the  other.  If 
nothing  is  done,  then  may  we  fear  that  other  and  more  seri¬ 
ous  defections  may  take  place.  If  something  fair  and  just  to 
all  sides  is  enacted,  then  may  we  hope  that  further  departures 
may  be  checked,  and  even  that  those  who  have  departed, 
may  see  their  error  and  return  to  our  Apostolic  Communion. 

I  should  not  be  a  faithful  watchman  on  the  walls  of  Zion, 
I  should  be  recreant  to  my  consecration  vow,  if  seeing  and 
hearing  and  feeling  these  things,  some  of  which  are  doing  their 
evil  work'  even  in  our  midst,  I  did  not  solemnly  warn  you, 
who  are  committed  to  my  oversight  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  of  the 
peril  and  error,  and  urge  you  to  stay,  as  far  as  you  can,  this 
incoming  evil,  by  a  more  diligent  teaching  of  the  truth  as  it  is 
in  Jesus,  and  the  more  faithful  exposure  of  these  covert,  subtle 
yet  fascinating  errors.  Hold  fast  to  the  Bible,  dear  breth¬ 
ren,  and  be  not  carried  away  by  every  wind  of  doctrine,  but 
anchor  your  mind  on  the  Divine  Word,  and  seek  the  enlighten¬ 
ment  of  the  Divine  Spirit  who  inspired  it.  Hold  fast  to 
Jesus,  dear  brethren,  and  see  to  it,  that  He  be  not  hidden 
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away  in  the  stuff,  or  be  secreted  behind  the  door,  but  that  He 
is  ever  held  forth  as  the  central  object  of  faith  and  hope  and  love 
and  salvation,— the  Chief  among  ten  thousands,  and  the  One 
who  is  altogether  lovely. 

SECRET  SOCIETIES. 

I  feel  desirous  of  laying  before  the  Convention  the  course 
which  I  have  taken  in  reference  to  certain  Secret  Orders 
and  Confraternities  in  our  Church. 

I  have  declined  to  receive  candidates  for  Holy  Orders,  and 
have  refused  to  ordain  young  men,  so  long  as  they  are  mem¬ 
bers  of  such  secret  associations. 

The  grounds  of  my  objections  are  these:  It  is  well  known 
to  you  that  there  have  been  within  the  last  few  years,  societies, 
unions,  confraternities  and  the  like,  established  in  England  and 
in  this  country,  with  branches,  running  into  various  Dioceses 
and  even  into  the  several  Parishes,  which  have  for  their  special 
aim,  the  inculcating  of  ritualistic  practices,  and  the  teaching,  of 
what  is  termed,  an  Advanced  Catholic  doctrine. 

This  is  done  by  sedulously  circulating  semi-popish  tracts 
and  books  ;  by  establishing  as  far  as  possible  a  high  ritual  in 
which  the  nomenclature  of  the  Church  of  Rome  is  studiously 
used ;  by  depreciating  in  every  possible  way,  Protestantism 
and  our  Protestant  Episcopal  Book  of  Common  Prayer;  by 
getting  young  men  and  young  women  in  different  Parishes  to 
pledge  themselves  to  the  disseminating  and  carrying  out  cer¬ 
tain  ceremonials  and  opinions  totally  at  variance  with  the  sim¬ 
plicity  and  Scriptural  teaching  of  our  Prayer  Book;  by  sending 
out  young  persons  under  the  guise  of  lay  helpers  to  neighbor¬ 
ing  Parishes,  and  where  they  may  instill  by  insidious  art,  their 
noxious  views;  by  encouraging  each  other  in  resisting  Lay 
interference  or  Episcopal  Authority, and  by  other  Jesuitical  arts 
and  subterfuges,  which  I  need  not  stop  to  mention.  As  these 
associations  are  virtually  secret, — as  their  constitutions  and 
rules  are  carefully  kept  away  from  the  public  eye, — as  the 
members  are  under  solemn  vows  to  keep,  and  to  observe  the 
orders  and  directions  of  their  superior-general  and  other  offi- 
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cers, — I  cannot  but  regard  them  as  secret  enemies  of  the  Church, 
doing  a  traitor’s  work  within  Christ’s  camp,  and  as  destroying 
the  manhood  and  fettering  the  conscience,  and  bowing  the 
independence  of  Postulants,  Candidates  and  Clergy  to  an  au¬ 
thority  outside  of,  and  detrimental  to,  the  Protestant  Episco¬ 
pal  Church.  The  Church  of  Christ  not  only  needs  no  such 
mysterious  and  covert  agencies  for  its  advancement ;  but,  by 
its  open  public  way  of  conducting  its  services,  stating  its  prin¬ 
ciples,  and  inviting  scrutiny  into  its  teachings  and  ceremonies, 
condemns  them,  as  clearly  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Great 
Head  of  the  Church,  who  said,  “  I  ever  taught  in  the  Syna¬ 
gogue  and  in  the  Temple  whither  the  Jews  always  resort,  and 
in  secret  have  I  said  nothing.” 

When  vows  of  obedience  to  the  officers,  and  conformity  to 
the  rules  of  these  societies,  are  taken  by  candidates  for  the 
Ministry,  and  by  the  Clergy,  I  deem  such  vows  disloyal  to  the 
Church,  as  subjecting  their  consciences  and  conduct  to  another 
authority  than  hers  ;  and  as  disloyal  to  the  Bishop  to  whom 
vows  of  reverent  obedience  are  made,  and  who  is  the  Canonical 
and  consecrated  overseer  of  the  Diocese. 

This  attempt  to  engraft  upon  our  Church  with  its  open  Bible, 
its  open  Prayer  Book,  its  open  Digest  of  Canons,  the  confrater¬ 
nities  and  sodalities  of  a  foreign  Church ;  and  to  seek  to  do  by 
stealth,  and  in  the  dark,  what  they  dare  not  do  openly  and  in 
the  eye  of  the  public;  should  be  frowned  upon  by  all  right- 
minded  persons.  Especially  should  Parents  and  Pastors  be  on 
their  guard  in  this  matter,  as  many  mere  boys  and  girls  who 
have  hardly  come  to  years  of  discretion,  are  drawn  into  these 
societies,  and  their  young  minds  are  there  warped  by  errors 
which  have  the  semblance  of  religion,  and  are  trained  up  as  the 
Pharisees  of  Christianity. 

I  do  not  object  to  Guilds  and  Brotherhoods,  or  Associations 
of  the  members  of  a  Parish  organized  for  Parochial  work, 
under  their  Rector’s  supervision,  and  where  everything  is  open 
to  inspection  and  above  board  ;  or  even  for  larger  Diocesan  As¬ 
sociations  which  are  organized  merely  for  the  compacting  of 
strength,  and  the  utilizing  in  the  most  economical  way,  of 


moral  force  and  material  means;  but  I  do  assert  that  the  Church 
o!  Christ  needs  no  bolstering  up  by  the  obnoxious  associations 
to  which  I  have  alluded,  and  which,  having  already  sowed 
seeds  of  error,  are  now  bringing  forth  fruit  of  discord  and 
schism. 

I  must  ask  your  pardon,  dear  brethren,  for  having  kept  you 
so  long,  and  also  for  omitting  many  things  which  I  purposed 
to  bring  to  your  notice.  But  the  importance  of  the  topics 
which  I  have  spoken  upon  is  my  apology.  The  time  has 
come  when  it  becomes  the  overseers  of  the  flock  to  speak  out 
in  such  clear  tones,  that  their  trumpet  shall  give  no  uncertain 
sound.  Painful  as  it  has  been,  on  some  accounts,  I  have  un¬ 
hesitatingly  given  my  views,  and  now  leave  that  subject,  and 
all  others  which  bear  on  the  spiritual  and  temporal  welfare  of 
this  Diocese  in  your  hands;  praying  that  God  may  give  you 
a  right  judgment  in  all  things,  so  that  all  your  doings  may  be 
ordered  by  His  governance,  and  tend  to  the  advancement  of 
the  Redeemer’s  Kingdom. 


